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agreement. The attempt of Mr Elaine and Mr Freling-
huysen to cut the Gordian knot by withdrawing it from
the consideration of the powers, and settling all matters
concerning it by the mere will of the United States, is
neither just in itself, nor in accordance with International
Law, nor consonant to treaty stipulations, nor likely to
offer any security for peace. When so many warring
interests are concerned, nothing short of a general
agreement and a general guarantee can reconcile con-
flicting claims, and create a sanction strong enough to
overawe any state that may be inclined to take the law
into its own hands. There can be no doubt that-the
world wants the Panama Canal neutralized as a narrow
strait connecting two open seas, and that the only way
whereby the universal desire can be carried into effect is
the way objected to by the United States.

I am not without hope that juster views of neutraliza-
tion will remove some of the apprehensions entertained
in America with regard to the results of an international
guarantee of the neutrality of the Panama Canal. It
seems to be supposed that if such a guarantee was given,
the political system of the Old World would be intro-
duced into the New, and the Great Powers of Europe
would gain a right to interfere in purely American
disputes, and exercise a general supervision over the
affairs of the American continent. No one can wonder
at the strong objections felt at Washington to any such
interference. President Monroe laid down a .wise and
statesmanlike doctrine, when he declared in 1823 that
while the United States would not interfere in purely
European disputes, her people would consider'any attempt
on the part of the powers of Europe to extend their system
to any portion of the American Continent, as dangerous